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at one-half of the net produce should not exeed 40 per
cent of gross produce where the land is irrigated at Govern-
ment cost, and should not exceed 33 per cent of the gross
produce in the case of lands not so irrigated. When I read
a rule like this, I am filled with bewilderment and pain-
Let me mention, .gentlemen, that when the Tenancy Bill
of Bengal was under discussion in 1884, I had the honour
to recommend that 20 per cent of the gross produce—which
is a little over the old Hindu rate—should be fixed as the
maximum of rent payable by a cultivator. My proposal was
accepted by the then Revenue Secretary of Bengal who
is now the honoured ruler of these North-West Provinces
and Oudh. The proposal accordingly found a place in the
Tenancy Bill drafted by the Government of Bengal, but it
was not ultimately passed into law, because in many parts
of Bengal, the zamindars were getting much less than 20
per cent of the produce; and to frame a statute for* maximum
rent might induce landlords in all parts of Bengal to screw
up the rental to that maximum. The argument was good,
and I was not sorry that my proposal was rejected. But it
is somewhat curious that while the Government declined
to fix for private zamindars in Bengal a maximum rent of
20 per cent of the produce, there is actually a rule in their
Standing Information Book fixing 33 and 40 per cent of
the gross produce as the maximum land-tax or revenue
realizable by the Government! Are you surprised that
under the circumstances there should be such repeated and
disastrous famines in Madras, and that as pointed out by
Mr. A. Rogers—late of the Indian Civil Service and a higft
authority in revenue matters—a great deal of land is out
of cultivation because cultivators cannot pay the tax that
is demanded by the State ? The rule in Madras is as I have
said before, to demand one-half the net produce—i.e., the

